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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 02 July 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^1 Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

£))□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 -D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Reopening of Prosecution - New Ground of Rejection After Appeal 

1. Prosecution is being responded in accordance with MPEP 1208.02 as follows: 

2. In view of the appeal brief filed on July 02, 2003, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied 
by a supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 
1.131 or 1.132) or other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1.193(b)(2). 

3. Claims are 1-14 are pending (claims 15-19 are canceled). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would- have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5: Claims 1 1 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Carhart etal (U.S. Patent No. 5,511,186, herein after, "Carhart"). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Carhart discloses, the computer program products 
including usable code means programmed with logic for ensuring referential integrity in 
an RDBMS having at least one table, see (col. 3, lines 26-55), the computer readable 
code means for maintaining a table in a software layer not part of the RDBMS (col. 2, 
lines 43-53), computer readable code means for using the table to ensure that 
operations on tuples in the RDSMS (col. 6, lines 27-61, searching operations on tuples) 
in a heterogeneously scoped link, see (col. 1, lines 15-24, col. 3, lines 26-43, disclosed 
invention of Carhart is a relational heterogeneous database management system that 
comprises a relational database table that is used for design relational database model 
with linking heterogeneous database together to express interrelationships among sets 
of databases that include hierarchical, relational and other kinds of databases. Carhart 
provides a method for integrating different databases with joining relational database 
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table by linking tuples, see (col. 3, lines 25-67 to col. 4, lines 1-64)). Carhart discloses 
the heterogeneously scoped link, see (col. 1, lines 15-24, col. 3, lines 26-43). Carhart 
does not explicitly disclose the heterogeneously scoped link, "do not result in pointing to 
no tuple". However, Carhart discloses, query of the first table is made to retrieve 
incrementally the records (rows) that satisfy the first table factors and that have no 
NULL linking fields, see (col. 4, lines 50-63). This teaches in order to join 
heterogeneous database, the steps of creating linking fields is making sure if there is no 
NULL linking tuple. Therefore, it would have been obvious a person having ordinary skill 
in the art the time invention was made to include "do not result in pointing to no tuple" in 
the system of Carhart to provide no NULL tuple for heterogeneous link in relational 
database management system. Because making sure for "no null tuple" provides no 
dangling point that violates referential integrity in relational database. Thus, no null tuple 
keeps the database links together logically. 

With respect to claims 13-14, Carhart discloses, computer readable code means 
for inserting, delete trigger, and an update trigger for tuple, see (col. 26-38, col. 8, lines 
27-34) and ensuring referential integrity in heterogeneous links associated with the 
tuple, see (col. 1, lines 15-24, col. 3, lines 26-43). 
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6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carhart 
et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,511,186, herein after, "Carhart") in view of Hoover et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,560,005, herein after, "Hoover"). 

With respect to claim 12, Carhart discloses, computer readable code means for 
establishing at least one trigger useful in cooperation with the table for selectively 
disallowing operation, see (col. 2, lines 1-31, relational database management 
application provides (for instance, DB2), the operation commands DELTE, UPDATE, 
etc. Carhart does not explicitly disclose selectively disallowing operation. However, * 
Hoover discloses, "only certain selected fields require updating. It is contemplated that 
the UPDATE operation may be permitted only on certain fields and disallowed on other 
fields containing particularly critical information. For example, an update operation 
would not be allowed to change an object identifier, and additional safeguards are 
required for changing primary key fields", see (col. 34, lines 66-67 to col. 35, lines 1-18). 
This teaches that selectively disallowing operations on relation database management 
system. Therefore, it would have been obvious a person having ordinary skill in the art 
the time invention was made to include selectively disallowing operation taught in 
Hoover to the relational database management system in Carhart to provide the 
database management system's selective operations. Because in order to update 
specific fields of database table, only given fields of database table are updated. Thus, 
selectively updating operation (selectively disallowing the other fields) provides efficient 
database management operation commands. 
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7. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Isip, 
Jr. (U.S. Patent No. 6,189,010) in view of Carhartet al (U.S. Patent No. 5,511,186, 
herein after, "Carhart"). 

With respect to claim 1 , Isip discloses, the system for providing referential 
integrity (col. 7, lines 8-15, col. 9, lines 9-31, col. 7, lines 59-67 to col. 8, lines 1-6), 
RDBMS (col. 1, lines 10-25, col. 1, lines 60-67, DB2 is relational database management 
system from IBM) providing referential integrity (col. 7, lines 8-15, col. 9, lines 9-31, col. 
7, lines 59-67 to col. 8, lines 1-6) for homogenous links (by foreign key, col. 2, lines 1- 
25, which teaches that foreign key that identifies another data table record); and the 
software layer on top of the RDBMS for causing the RDBMS to provide referential 
integrity, see (col. 7, lines 8-15, col. 9, lines 9-31, col. 7, lines 59-67 to col. 8, lines 1-6), 
the software layer maintaining at least one data structure useful in ensuring referential 
integrity, see (460, perform Rl constraint checking, FIG. 4, 550, FIG. 5, col. 7, lines 8- 
67). Isip discloses the referential integrity (col. 7, lines col. 9, lines 9-31, col. 7, lines 59- 
67 to col. 8, lines 1-6) for homogenous links, see (by foreign key, col. 2, lines 1-25). Isip 
does not explicitly disclose the referential integrity "for heterogeneous links". However, 
Carhart discloses the multi-database system that links together heterogeneous 
database, see (col. 1, lines 15-24, col. 3, lines 26-43), and multi-database system are 
distributed across a computer network, and the management of multi-database base 
system must link fields in multiple databases heterogeneous links for performing search 
operations over fields in multiple database table that are logically links together, see 
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(col. 3, lines 3-22), which teaches that in multi-database management system, different 
database table must be linked together, which is "heterogeneous links". The system of 
Isip provides referential integrity with checking (by CHECK utility, col. 7, lines 32-44) the 
index between parent table and child table (for example, between Order_Entry table 
(110, fig.1) and Index table (130, fig.1), col. 6, lines 11-50). The system of Isip can be 
only applied on homogeneous database management system, e.g., only for DB2. 
However, the system of Carhart is a relational heterogeneous database management 
system that comprises a relational database table that is used for designing relational 
database model with linking heterogeneous and disparate database (multi-vendor, col. 
3, lines 25-32, col. 2, lines 54-67). Carhart provides a method for integrating different 
databases with joining relational database table by linking fields. Thus, Order_Entery 
table and Index table of the database in Isip can be modified to include a multi-database 
as taught in Carhart to provide referential integrity among heterogeneous database. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious a person having ordinary skill in the art the time 
invention was made to include a plurality of databases taught in Carhart to the database 
in Isip to provide referential integrity for heterogeneous link. In order to manage multi- 
database (heterogeneous database), database tables should be linked together to 
provide effective multiple database management as if data came from a homogeneous 
database. 

With respect to claim 2, Isip discloses that the software layer maintains at least 
one table, see (col. 6, lines 28-45). 
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With respect to claim 3, Isip discloses that the table is accessed upon an 
attempted deletion or updating of a tuple references by a link, and the attempted 
deletion or updating is selectively disallowed base on the table, see (col. 11, lines 55-67 
to col. 12, lines. This teaches in DB2's written command, when constraint occurs for 
command DELETE, the DB2 system selectively disallows DELETE command for the 
database rows that violate link integrity, in stead, using UPDATE command). 

With respect to claim 4, Isip discloses that the software layer includes at least 
one stored procedure accessible by an application to insert, update, or delete a tuple 
while ensuring referential integrity in heterogeneous links associated with the tuple, see 
(col. 7, lines 9-58). 

With respect to claim 5, Isip discloses the providing at least one link table in a 
non-RDBMS element communicating with at least one RDBMS, see (col. 7, lines col. 9, 
lines 9-31, col. 7, lines59-67 to col. 8, lines 1-6) at least one table having a link column, 
the table being associated with the scoped column; and accessing the table to ensure 
referential integrity in an DBMD, see (col. 7, lines 8-15, col. 9, lines 9-31, col. 7, lines 
59-67 to col. 8, lines 1-6). Isip discloses the link table provides referential integrity, see 
(col. 58-67 to col. 8, lines 1-50). Isip does not explicitly disclose the heterogeneously 
scoped link table. However, Carhart discloses the links together heterogeneous 
database, see (col. 1, lines 15-24, col. 3, lines 26-43), and the relational theta-join 
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operator, which takes as its operands two or more relational tables and yields what is 
logically a new table, which is a join of the operand tables, theta-join operation on a 
number of databases linked to each other and retrieving a selected set of fields for 
joined records for relations in two relational databases used even with different 
database management systems, see (col.1 1 , lines 20-34). This teaches the joining of a 
plurality of different databases linked (heterogeneous databases) creates the logical 
new database table that is the heterogeneously scoped link table. Thus, the 
Order_Entery table and Index table of the database in Isip can be modified to include 
the logical new table (the heterogeneously scoped link table) as taught in Carhart to 
provide referential integrity among heterogeneous database. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious a person having ordinary skill in the art the time invention was made to 
include the heterogeneously scoped link table taught in Carhart to the database in Isip 
to provide referential integrity for heterogeneous scoped link in relational database 
management system. Because referential integrity in multiple (heterogeneous) 
database link table provides no dangling point, which makes the relational database's 



With respect to claim 6, Isip discloses that the HSL table is accessed when a link 
attribute is sought to be changed, see (updated, col. 5, lines 41-53). 



integrity. 



With respect to claim 7, Isip discloses that the HSL table is accessed when a 
tuple is sought to be changed or deleted, see (col. 7, lines 8-58). 
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With respect to claim 8, Isip discloses that that the HSL table is established by an 
Rl table, see (col. 7, lines 8-58). 

With respect to claim 9, Isip discloses that at least one trigger useful in 
selectively disallowing operations, see (col. 1 1 , lines 55-67 to col. 12, lines. This teaches 
in DB2's written command, when constraint occurs for command DELETE, the DB2 
system selectively disallows DELETE command for the database rows that violate link 
integrity, in stead, using UPDATE command). 

With respect to claim 10, Isip discloses that at least one procedure accessible by 
an application to insert, update, or delete a tuple while ensuring referential integrity in 
heterogeneous links associated with the tuple, see (col. 7, lines 8-58, col. 8, lines 30- 
67). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Isaac M Woo whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0081 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Y Vu can be reached on (703) 305-4393. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

IMW 

September 30, 2003 




